ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 3882/12 

REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application as presented herein is 
requested. Claims 1-6 and 8-10 are pending in this application for reconsideration 
following amendment. New claims 12-14 are added herein. No new matter has been 
added. 

In the June 2, 2005 final Office Action, claims 1-5 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Reps et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,070,190). Claim 6 
is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reps in view of Dean et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,442,585), and claims 8-10 are rejected as obvious over Reps in 
view of Marullo et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,044,398). 

Reps discusses probe software that records information related to the 
performance of application services. The probe software is configured with a set of 
parameters to send service requests to a server computer for use in recording the 
performance of the application program. Col. 5, lines 17-30. Information related to the 
performance of the application services is generated and stored in a transaction record. 
Col. 5, lines 39-42. The transaction records generated by client computers are sent to a 
central repository, which can generate statistical and other information from those 
records. Col. 6, lines 15-36. 

The application probe software discussed in Reps is configured through a 
graphical user interface which elicits the probe configuration information from an end- 
user. Col. 11, lines 39-46. At Col. 11, line 46-Col. 12, line 27, Reps lists a number of 
parameters and other configuration data which is used to configure the application probe 
software, all of which is elicited from an end-user through the GUI. Reps does not 
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disclose or suggest anywhere — including in its discussion of the prior art at cols. 2-3 - a 
manner of configuring such a probe by recording a user's performance of a transaction 
with a service and then replaying or retracing that transaction to test the level of a service. 

In discussing the manual configuration of software probes, Reps, the other 
prior art of record, and the other prior art discussed in Reps, are all of the type discussed 
in the present application at pages 2-3. None of this prior art discloses or suggests a 
method of recording the steps performed by a user using a service and the parameters 
used in those steps in a transaction data file, then using that transaction data file by 
executing the steps stored in it to effectively replicate the transaction performed by the 
user as a way of testing the level of service. This allows for rapid configuration of many 
such probes with accurate, realistic transactions actually performed by a user. 

Although this is the invention that the Applicant has been attempting to 
claim since filing, the claims are further amended herein to clarify and focus on this 
aspect of the invention. Reps does not anticipate or suggest claim 1 . The rest of the 
pending claims depend from claim 1 and therefore include all the limitations of that 
independent claim. Applicant respectfully submits that the rejections thereof be 
withdrawn by the Examiner. 
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It is asserted that the present communication places the application in a 
form for allowance. The Commissioner is authorized to charge any deficiency or credit 
any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-4270. A Request for Extension of Time is 
filed concurrently herewith. 



Dated: December 2. 2005 
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